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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-62 are presented for examination. 



Priority 



2. Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 
However, the none of the priority application contain the claimed subject matter, intercepting 
data communicated between a sender and a receiver, and conditionally altering that data, 
memory for storing predetermined device settings , replace unit, identification, packet based 
network, framework, content text, tag , SGML , a data carrier with general purpose computer, 
JavaScript , etc. Hence, the applicant does not benefit the effective dates of the provisional 
priority applications. 



indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. The present title is not sufficient for 
proper classification of the claimed subject matter. 

The following title is suggested: "Dedicated proxy server to dynamically add information 
to the web server generated web pages based on client settings". 

4. The abstract is objected to because it contains terms, "and the like", "such as", "may be", 
etc. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Specification 



3. 



The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
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Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7, 13-16, 18, 23, 26, 27, 28, 36, 37, 39, 42-44 and 55-57 is objected to 
because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 mentions, after "said communication", "settings", "settings", "intercepted 
communication", which should be ";". 

Claim 2 mentions, " ", which should be ",", after "identification", "sender", "the 
receiver". 

Claim 4 mentions, "of a", which should be "of :", after "consisting". 
Claim 7 mentions, " ", which should be ",", after "network", "transmission". 
Claim 13 mentions, " ", which should be ",", after "text". 
Claims 14, 37, 55, mention, " ", which should be ",", after "format". 
Claim 15 mentions, "that selection", which should be "said selection". 
Claims 16, 26, 57, mention, " ", which should be ",", after "Script", "links", etc, and, 
"that data", should be "said data". 

Claims 18, 27, 28, mentions, " ", which should be ",", after "data". 
Claims 23, 36 mentions, " ", which should be ",", after "text". 

Claim 39 mentions, "apparatus of claim 15", which should be "apparatus of claim 38". 
Claims 42, 43, 44 mention, "," after "sent", "settings", "intercepted communication", 
which should be ";". 

Claim 57 mentions, "claim 56wherein", which should be "claim 56, wherein". 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 2, 7, 10, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 23-26, 28, 29, 33, 36, 38-41, 44, 45, 54-57, 61, 62, 

are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 

point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2, 7, 13, 15, 16, 17, 23-26, 36, 38-41, 45, 55-57, 61, 62, recite the limitations, "the 
group consisting of. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 10, 20, 33, recite the limitations, "the framework". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 18, 28, 62, recite the limitations, "the group consisting of, "the resolution of the 
data", "the compression of the data". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claim 29, recites the limitations, "the computer". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 44, recites the limitations, "the intended receiver", "the communication". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since multiple communications exist 
in the claim, it is not clear which communication is referred by these limitations. 

Claim 54, recites the limitations, "Ae tags". There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-7, 9-31, 33-49 and 51-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Dutta et al., 6,615,212, IBM (Hereinafter Dutta-IBM). 

9. As per claim 1, Dutta-IBM clearly teaches an apparatus (e.g., col., 5, lines 29 - 43) for 
intercepting data (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15) communicated between a sender and a 
receiver (e.g., col., 2, lines 39 - 58), and conditionally altering that data (e.g., figure 6, col., 6, 
lines 47 - 58), the apparatus comprising: 

(a) an interception unit (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15), capable of intercepting said 
communication (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15), 

(b) a memory (e.g., figures 2 and 3, col., 4, lines 33 - 43), for storing predetermined 
device settings (e.g., figure 6, coL, 7, lines 44 - 62), 

(c) access fianctionality (e.g., figure 7, col., 7, lines 56 - 67), associated with said 
interception unit (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15), operable to access data within said 
interception communication (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15), and 

(d) a search and replace unit (e.g., figure 7, col., 7, lines 56 - 67), associated with both 
said interception unit (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15) and said access functionality (e.g., 
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figure 7, col., 7, lines 56 - 67) being operable to conditionally alter (e.g., figure 6, col., 6, lines 
47 - 58) the intercepted communication (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5 - 15) in response to said 
accessed data and said device settings (e.g., figure 6, col., 7, lines 44 - 54). 

10. As per claim 2, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

said access functionality is operable to access information about the sender or receiver 
(e.g., col., 2, lines 43 -58). 

11. As per claim 3, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

said settings include data to be changed (e.g., col., 7, lines 2-12). 

12. As per claim 4, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

said interception unit being connectable to intercept data from a computer network (e.g., 
col., 3, lines 32-38). 

13. As per claim 5, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

the sender of data and receiver of the data are respectively remotely located, (e.g., col., 3, 
lines 41 - 54). 
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14. As per claim 6, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

said computer network is a packet based network (e.g., coL, 3, lines 46 - 59). 

15. As per claim 7, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

said computer network is TCP/IP based network (e.g., col., 3, lines 46 - 59). 

16. As per claim 9, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta-IBM 
also teaches the following: 

the interception unit being locatable on a seriding computer (e.g., col., 4, lines 2-12, 
lines 32 - 39, coL, 3, lines 41 - 53). 

17. As per claim 10, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to determine a structure of input data and to carry 
out said alteration within the framework of said determined structure (e.g., figures 6 and 7). 

18. As per claim 1 1 , Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is a text data structure (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54). 
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19. As per claim 12, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure defines content text and tag data (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54, col., 6, lines 47 - 

67). 

20. As per claim 13, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to do altering data found in around the text (e.g., 
col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

21 . As per claim 14, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is XML format (e.g., col., 7, lines 55 - 67). 



22. As per claim 15, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to words and altering data around that selection 
(e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

23. As per claim 16, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 
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altering data around and in selection wherein that data consists of images (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 1-14). 



24. As per claim 17, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structured data is image data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1-14). 

25. As per claim 1 8, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the data alteration consists of altering the resolution of the data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

26. As per claim 19, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the interception unit being locatable on a receiving computer (e.g., col., 4, lines 2-12, 
lines 32 - 39, col., 3, lines 41 - 53, figure 9). 

27. As per claim 20, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to determine a structure of input data and to carry 
out said alteration within the framework of said determined structure (e.g., figures 6 and 7). 
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28. As per claim 2 1 , Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is a text data structure (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54). 



29. As per claim 22, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure defines content text and tag data (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54, col., 6, lines 47 - 

67). 



30. As per claim 23, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to do altering data found in around the text (e.g., 
coL, 7, lines 1-14). 

31. As per claim 24, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is XML format (e.g., col., 7, lines 55 - 67). 

32. As per claim 25, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to words and altering data around said selection 
(e.g., col, 7, lines 1 - 14). 
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33. As per claim 26, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

ahering data around and in selection wherein that data consists of images (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 1-14). 

34. As per claim 27, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structured data is image data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

35. As per claim 28, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the data alteration consists of altering the resolution of the data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

36. As per claim 29, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the interception unit being locatable on an intermediate network node, between the 
computer sending the data and the computer receiving the data (e.g., col., 4, lines 2 - 12, lines 32 
- 39, col., 3, lines 41 - 63, figure 9). 

37. As per claim 30, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 
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said node is a gateway node (e.g., col., 4, lines 2 - 12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, lines 41 - 63, 
figure 9). 

38. As per claim 31, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

said node is a proxy node (e.g., col., 4, lines 2-12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, Hnes 41 - 63, 
figure 9). 

39. As per claim 33, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to determine a structure of input data and to carry 
out a replacement within the framework of said determined structure (e.g., figures 6 and 7). 

40. As per claim 34, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is a text data structure (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54). 

41 . As per claim 35, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure defines content text and tag data (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54, col., 6, lines 47 - 

67). 
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42. As per claim 36, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to do altering data found in around the text (e.g., 
coL, 7, lines 1 - 14). 

43. As per claim 37, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is XML format (e.g., col., 7, lines 55 - 67). 

44. As per claim 38, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the search and replace unit is operable to words and altering data which can be found in 
and around said selection (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

45. As per claim 39, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

altering data around and in selection wherein that data consists of images (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 1-14). 

46. As per claim 40, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structured data is image data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 
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47. As per claim 41 , Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the data alteration consists of altering the resolution of the data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

48. As per claim 42, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

a server on a network (e.g., col., 4, lines 2 - 12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, lines 41 - 53, figure 
9) with functionality to intercept data being sent (e.g., figure 5, col., 6, lines 5-15). 

49. As per claim 43, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

a data carrier carrying data usable in combination with a general purpose computer (e.g., 
col., 4, lines 2 - 12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, lines 41 - 53, figure 9). 

50. As per claim 44, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

a method for intercepting communications (e.g., col., 4, lines 2 -12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, 
lines 41-53) between a sender and a receiver (e.g., col., 2, lines 39 - 58). 

51. As per claim 45, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 
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a method for intercepting conmiunications (e.g., col., 4, lines 2-12, lines 32 - 39, col., 3, 
lines 41 - 53) between a sender and a receiver (e.g., col., 2, lines 39 - 58). 

52. As per claim 46, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

intercepting a communication on a computer network (e.g., col., 3, lines 32 - 38). 

53. As per claim 47, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the sender of data and receiver of the communication are respectively remotely located, 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 41 - 54). 

54. As per claim 48, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

intercepting a communication from a packet-switched network (e.g., col., 3, lines 46 - 59, 
col., 4, lines 44 - 65). 

55. As per claim 49, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

said network is TCP/IP based network (e.g., col., 3, lines 46 - 59). 
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56. As per claim 5 1 , Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

detecting a data structure of altering data within in such a way as to conform to said 
detected structure (e.g., figures 6 and 7). 

57. As per claim 52, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

altering text data (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54). 

58. As per claim 53, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the text data comprises content text and tag data (e.g., col., 5, lines 43 - 54, col., 6, lines 
47 - 67). 

59. As per claim 54, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

adding data around the text (e.g., col, 7, lines 1 - 14). 

60. As per claim 55, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the structure is XML format (e.g., col., 7, lines 55 - 67). 
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61 . As per claim 56, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

said searching through and conditionally altering comprises finding words and carrying 
out altering data around said selection (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

62. As per claim 57, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

wherein the data consists of images (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

63. As per claim 58, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

altering said communication in accordance with predetermined settings (e.g., figure 6, 
col., 7, lines 44 - 62). 

64. As per claim 59, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

altering said communication in accordance with accessed data (e.g., figures 5 and 6, col., 
6, lines 5-15, col., 7, lines 44 - 62). 



65. As per claim 60, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 
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altering said communication in accordance with said accessed data taken together with 
pre-determined settings (e.g., figures 5 and 6, coL, 6, lines 5-15, col., 7, lines 44 - 62). 

66. As per claim 61, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

wherein the structured data consists of image data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1 - 14). 

67. As per claim 62, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. Dutta- 
IBM also teaches the following: 

the data alteration consists of altering the resolution of the data (e.g., col., 7, lines 1-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

68. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

69. Claims 8, 32 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dutta-IBM in view of "Official Notice". 

70. As per claims 8 and 50, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. 
However, Dutta-IBM does not specifically mention about receiving message parts in separate 
packets and assembling said packets to form entire message and a message assembler operable to 
assemble complete messages from assorted packets. "Official Notice" is taken that both the 
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concept and advantages of providing a message assembler operable to assemble complete 
messages from assorted packets is well known and expected in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include receiving message parts in separate packets and assembling said packets to 
form entire message and a message assembler operable to assemble complete messages from 
assorted packets with the teachings of Dutta-IBM in order to facilitate assembling complete 
messages from assorted /separate packets because the assembling would enhance supporting 
information contained in the assorted / separate packets. The information would be utilized for 
assembling the message(s). 

71 . As per claim 32, Dutta-IBM teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. However, 
Dutta-IBM does not specifically mention about ISP node. "Official Notice" is taken that both 
the concept and advantages of providing ISP node is well known and expected in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include ISP node with the teachings of Dutta-IBM in order to facilitate usage of ISP 
node because the ISP node would support handling information between a sender and a receiver. 
The receiver would utilize the information. 

Conclusion 

72. The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided IDS cited arts) and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 



0 



Application/Control Number: 09/900,859 



Page 20 



Art Unit: 2154 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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